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The state trial court rejected the inmates' arbruments and

dirc::cted that a portion of each of their benefits be H~ized.
~rhe Supreme Court of Arkansas affirmed, with (JOe justice
dissenting. 290 Ark. 47, 716 S. W. 2d 755 (1986). Briefly
stated, the court found that there is no conflict between the
federal and state statutes because "the federal statutes contain an implied excerJtion to the exemption from legal process
when the State provides for the care and maintenance of a
beneficiary of social security or veterans' funds." !d., at 49,
716 S. W. 2d, at 756. We granted Bennett's petition forcer(1987).:!
tiorari. 484 U. S. We think-contrary to the conclusion of the Supreme
Court of Arkansas -that there is a clear inconsistency between the Arkansas statute and 42 U. S. C. § 407(a). Section 407(a) unambiguously rules out any attempt to attach Social Security benefits.
The Arkansas statute just as
unambiguously allows the State to attach those benefits. As
we see it, this amounts to a "conflict" under the Supremacy
2

Shelton's separate petition for certiorari was not docketed by the
Court d~e to his failure to file an affidavit to accompany his motion to
proce:d m fi~ pauperis. See this Court's Rule 46.1. Accordingly the
only ISSUe d1rectly before us is the propriety of the State's attempt to
attach Bennett's Social Security Benefits.

Cl
A

s
f

al
8

"
t

